The 240 receptive fields were divided into five eccentricity groups (cf. Fig. 4 and see text) and a separate histogram is drawn for the X-and Y-cells in each group. the frequency distribution of field center sizes in each eccentricity group. In all groups, there is a considerable overlap in the ranges of X-and Y-field diameters.
Three possible sources of error in the data presented in Figs. 4 and 5 need consideration. First, there is a residual error of about &2" in locating the projection of the area centralis by the methods used (ZZ), an error quite large relative to the extent of the central (O-37 eccentricity group. It seems likely that this group includes cells which should be in the adjacent (3-107 group and vice versa. Certainly, the smallest fields observed (~0.35~ in diameter) were grouped along two electrode tracks, and all fell in the O-3(' group. Their mean field center size is plotted with a star symbol in Fig. 4C and by the slowconducting axon group (which comprises X-afferents (6, 11, and see above)). The Y-aff erents have the lower threshold.
Moreover, at stimulus levels above 2.55 X threshold the fast potential does not increase in amplitude (i.e., all fast fibers are being discharged), but the slower potential is still submaximal. Thus stimulus increments above 2.55 X threshold bring in only high-threshold slow fibers. Figure  6F and G show recovery-of-responsiveness curves for two
LGNd cells and present the evidence that both X-and Ycells show signs of inhibitory influences generated by both classes of afferents. In each case the cell's responsiveness following an OX stimulus was estimated from its response to the second of two OX stimuli. 
